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OTttrrent ©pinion 

The Christian Attitude toward Divorce 

The April number of the Homiletical Review contains an article by 
Rev. W. E. Barton on "The Minister's Attitude toward Divorce," which, 
though too brief to do full justice to the subject, is well worthy of attention. 
Recognizing that, on the basis of sound criticism the phrase "except for 
fornication" in Matt. 5:32 and 19:9 cannot with certainty, or even prob- 
ability, be ascribed to Jesus, he maintains at the same time that Jesus did 
not in this matter, any more than in any other, lay down a rule, but enunci- 
ated the principle, to which there is no exception, that he who puts away 
his wife for trivial causes violates the sanctity of the home. Dealing with 
the practical aspect of the case, Dr. Barton contends, on the one hand, 
that adultery is not always a justifiable ground of divorce, and, on the other 
that there are causes other than adultery which under some circumstances 
justify the severance of the marriage tie, and argues that each case must 
be judged on its own merits rather than on the basis of a fixed rule. We 
question whether Dr. Barton has stated the principle of Jesus' teaching 
quite accurately, but his criticism of the too prevalent attitude of the min- 
istry toward the matter is thoroughly sound, and his practical suggestions 
are excellent. He is quite right in saying that it is time for a sensible 
consideration of the divorce question. He might have added that the ordi- 
nary ecclesiastical position is critically, exegetically, and ethically unsound. 



The Kingdom of God, Future or Present? 

The tendency of criticism for some years past, as is well known, has 
been strongly toward the view advocated by Johann Weiss, and adopted 
by Bousset and others, that Jesus' conception of the Kingdom was funda- 
mentally eschatologxal, that he conceived of it, not as to be developed 
through the gradual working of immanent forces, but as coming suddenly. 
But though winning many adherents, and seeming almost to sweep all 
before it, this view has not been without opponents who have still held to 
the view of the kingdom as immanent and present, which in his day Ritschl 
did so much to make the dominant one. Thus in the Zeitschrijt fur 
Theologie und Kirche, 1903, p. 445, Schiirer wrote, "The kingdom of God 
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was not to come suddenly and visibly, but gradually and unobserved. 
.... As the seed grows gradually, as the leaven gradually permeates the 
whole, so the kingdom of God develops gradually from small beginnings to 
ever larger compass, and more and more permeates all world-relations. 
These parables are directed with polemical intent against the Jewish con- 
ception and are intended to correct it. According to the Jewish concep- 
tion, the present and the future ages are separated by a sharp dividing 
line, and a complete transformation of things is to be brought about by a 
miraculous divine intervention. For Jesus the essential good is not this 
external transformation, but the working of the grace of God under the 
then existing conditions. In the activitiy of Jesus the kingdom of God is 
already present in its beginnings." In a more recent issue of the same 
journal, February, 1905, Fr. Traub, of the Evangelical Theolog'cal Semi- 
nary at Schontal, returns to the discussion of the question, and defends 
the same thesis more at length. Accepting the principles which Julicher 
lays down and Weiss accepts for the interpretation of parables, Traub 
points out that the parable of the Mustard Seed, for example, is without 
convincing or comforting power for those who need encouragement in view 
of the small beginnings of the Kingdom, if the point of the parable lies 
simply in the contrast of small beginnings, and large future; since many a 
small thing remains forever small. It becomes of value only by virtue of 
an analogy between the Kingdom and the mustard seed in that both have 
living power, are endowed with inherent vitality, hence with the power of 
growth and expansion. It cannot be mere accident, but must reflect Jesus' 
own thought, that in the parables of the seed growing of itself, the mustard 
seed, and the leaven, he chose as illustrations of the nature of the Kingdom, 
three things of all of which it is characteristic, not simply that being small 
they become great, but that they become great by virtue of a power resident 
in them, and not by the operation of external power upon them. And 
this, which is so manifestly suggested by the common characteristic of the 
three parables, is definitely expressed and emphasized in the parable of 
the seed growing itself, in the word "of itself" (a.vTOfi.drtj). For this is, 
too obviously to be mistaken, the emphatic term in the parables. Thus 
far Traub. In all this there is doubtless only a restatement of what has 
been said before in defense of this general view. Doubtless also the ultimate 
decision of this difficult question must rest upon far broader ground than 
the exegesis of these parables, concerning which treated by itself it may 
well be impossible to say a final word. The article is significant as indi- 
cating that the controversy is not closed, the final verdict not yet rendered. 



